STUDIES   IN   PROSE
them any rights that have been formerly sub-
sistkig in them under old charters or prescrip-
tive usage/' After forfeiture duly found,
the king may regrant the franchises; but a
grant of franchises already granted, and of
which no forfeiture has been found, is void.
Corporate franchises can only be forfeited
by trial and judgment. In case of a new char-
ter or grant to an existing corporation it may
accept or reject it as it pleases. It may accept
such part of the grant as it chooses and reject
the rest. In the very nature of things a char-
ter can not be forced upon any body. No one
can be compelled to accept a grant, and with-
out acceptance the grant is necessarily void.
It can not be pretended that the legislature,
as successor to the king in this part of his pre-
rogative, has any power to revoke, vacate, or
alter this charter. If, therefore, the legisla-
ture has not this power, by any specific grant
contained in the constitution, nor as included
in the ordinary legislative powers, nor by rea-
son of its succession to the prerogatives of the
crown in this particular, on what ground
would the authority to pass these acts rest,
even if there were no prohibitory clauses in
the constitution and the Bill of Rights ?
But there are prohibitions in the Constitu-
tion and Bill of Rights of New Hampshire,
introduced for the purpose of limiting the
legislative power and protecting the rights
and property of the citizens. One prohibition
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